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bolstering up a condemned institution and encouraging the
’staff to set at defiance the mandate of the profession.
The very men who did all in their power to compel
Dr. Irvine to sever his connexion with the Consultative
Institution are now doing all in their power to encourage the
dispensary staff to serve a lay committee and to set at
defiance the wishes of the British Medical Association and

other ethical organs of the profession. Could anything be
more despicable 2 "If the profession is true to itself" " it will
now treat those consultants with the contempt they deserve.
Those who continue to support the Coventry Dispensary
should be included in the same category as the dispensary
,staff and therefore "in future no professional recognition
should be given to them." It will be very easy to discover
the names of those consultants who continue to think more
of the fees they get through the dispensary staff than of the
good opinion of the profession at large. I was always taught
to look upon consultants as the upholders of the honourable
traditions of a learned profession, but from what I have seen
lately I have come to the conclusion that they are greatly to
blame for the degraded state of the profession. How can we
general practitioners expect reform and expect our interests
to be safeguarded when we find such men occupying the
principal seats on the General Medical Council, on the
council of the British Medical Association, and on the
councils of our universities and colleges ? 7
The resolution passed by the Birmingham branch of the

British Medical Association has at least done one good thing
by making the consultants show their hands. We see them
now in their true colours and we can discern those that
deserve the support of the general practitioner and those that
deserve to be included in the 11 boycott."

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
Coventry, March 4th, 1901. J. LESLIE CALLAGHAN.

"’THE DUMMY CORPSE’ CASE."
To the Edit01’8 of THE LANCET.

SiRS -I regret that in my letter on the above case I
omitted to state that the temperature was taken from the
mouth. Information as to the present condition of Browning
can only be obtained by special permission of the Prisons’
Commissioners.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
GIDEON W. B. MARSH.

Tachbrook-street, S.W., March 4th, 1901.

THE ROYAL ORTHOP&AElig;DIC HOSPITAL.
To the Edito’l’8 of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-The report in THE LANCET of Feb. 23rd, p. 591,
of the annual meeting of the above hospital held on Feb. 8th,
will be clearer with the addition of some details which
perhaps you will kindly allow me to furnish.
The honorary medical staff have always condemned the

removal of the hospital to another site. Nevertheless, the
former committee resolved to take that step and were con-
templating the sale of the property for .B28,OOO when they
were defeated on June 8th, 1899, by Mr. H. H. Marks. Lord
Wantage (the president), Sir Walter Gilbey (the chairman),

. Sir Ernest Clarke, and other members of the committee sub-
sequently resigned. The majority at that meeting was

publicly acknowledged by Mr. Marks to have been obtained
from votes specially created for the purpose. Later Mr.
Marks became chairman and several of his friends were

appointed members of the committee, while a near relative
was made honorary architect. At the time of the meet ’I
ing it was generally understood that the old committee had
been defeated because they wanted to sell the hospital site.
Soon after Mr. Marks and his friends came into power, how-
ever, they announced that they intended to sell the premises.
No reasons were given for that sudden reversal of policy.
The premises had been rendered sanitary at a cost of &pound; 2000
and the medical staff were still adverse to removal. The
next steps were even more extraordinary. The value of the
site, as given by Mr. Marks himself on Feb. 18th last, is
&pound; 1500 at 30 years’ purchase, or .845,000. The committee
therefore proposed to sell their enormously valuable freehold
property, their only asset, and to spend some .B30,OOO of the
purchase money in building a new hospital on leasehold
property in a slum. They were only prevented from that
course by the unhesitating condemnation of their projected
site by, a sanitary expert.

On Feb. 18th Mr. Marks, by means of his following of votes,
obtained from the governors full powers to sell the site. No
financial details of any kind were, or ever have been, given.
The alternative scheme fcr rebuilding on the present site was
not discussed. The fact that the hospital premises consist of
two blocks, one facing Hanover square and the other Oxford-
street, renders it easy to keep the hospital buildings at the
Hanover-square end, and at the other to build two shops,
with staff accommodation overhead. The rent from the two
shops would be .6800. To build such shops and rebuild
the hospital is the alternative scheme. The argument
that the site is too valuable to be retained as a

hospital will not hold water. To deduct 30,000 from
45,000 is to leave 15,000 in hand. The 30,000 would
be sunk in bricks and mortar and the remainder of the
S15.000, after purchase of freehold and cost of removal,
would be left in hand in lieu of the present splendid asset of
the Oxford-street premises. Moreover, the larger new hospital
in contemplation would mean a great increase of expendi-
ture. In face of these facts it seems impossible that the
Prince of Wale’s Fund can have gone into the matter when
they urge the sale of the Oxford-street site year after year.
The case seems to be on all fours with that of the Royal

London Ophthalmic Hospital in Moorfields which sold the
enormously valuable site near Broad-street and moved else-
where. Their present bankrupt state is now the subject of
heartrending appeals. Was their removal undertaken under
pressure of the Prince of Wales’s Fund? It is to be hoped that
THE LANCET will look into this matter and see that arbitrary
methods of company directors are not allowed to dominate
the interests of an old-established medical charity. Lastly,
one would like to know, as the Royal Orthopaedic Hospital is
a chartered institution, whether the Charity Commissioners
will permit so unbusinesslike a scheme as the sale of the
present freehold to be carried out.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
London, Feb. 25th, 1901. A GOVERNOR OF THE HOSPITAL.

" THE ALLEGED DRYNESS OF AIR IN
ROOMS WARMED BY GAS FIRES."

To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-I see by an annotation in THE LANCET of Feb. 16th
(p. 495) that Mr. Thomas Fletcher, F.C.S , attributes the
unpleasant effects occasionally noticed in connexion with the
use of gas-stoves principally to the escape of the products
of combustion arising from defective flues. These unpleasant
effects are not, however, confined to the use of gas fires, but
are noticeable in most forms of close and independent stoves.
Long ago it was suggested that this was due in a measure
to the organic particles present in the air being decom-
posed when in contact with the highly heated metallic
surface of the stove.
According to Sir John Leslie on Heat and Moisture, the

moisture present in the external air is doubled by each
increase of 27&deg; Fahrenheit.1 When air is artificially heated,
therefore, and deprived of any means of absorbing the due
proportion of moisture, the effect upon the lungs and skin of
those subjected to its influence must be painfully apparent.
Rapid evaporation and consequent reduction of temperature
would naturally take place from all exposed surfaces, causing
a contraction of the superficial blood-vessels, while those
parts not so exposed would in consequence become congested.
These ill effects are less apparent in those forms of gas fires
adapted to the ordinary open fireplace. As, however, the
object of most makers of gas stoves is the conservation of
heat, the independent form of stove is the more popular with
them. I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
Feb. 19th, 1901. A. C.

1 Air at 32&deg; F., for instance, contains 1/160 of moisture, at 59&deg; 1/80, and
at 86&deg; 1/40.

WEST CORNWALL MINERS’ HOSPITAL, REDRUTH.-
The annual meeting of the subscribers of this institution was
held on Feb. 25th. The medical report stated that 150
patients had been admitted against 137 in 1899. The total
cost per bed was E60 per annum. The financial statement
was satisfactory and showed a favourable balance of .6337.
The secretary reported that the late Mr. W. P. Michell had
left a legacy of a quarter of the residue of his property to
the hospital which it was estimated would amount to about
7500.


